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KILL The SECRECY 


Content 








1- Use the dynamite to blow GATS out of the water 

Information is dynamite and that explains why the Commission already refused an earlier request for 
transparency of the GATS process ["the requests cannot and will not be made public..."]. These requests 
make it clear that GATS will destroy many public services and small businesses. Circulate the information 
widely, especially to contacts in the countries of whose governments requests are being made. 

2- The West Bank: a first-hand account 

On Saturday a large coalition of Israeli, Arab and Jewish militants decided to demonstrate in front of the 
entrance to the Jenin camp, along the main road, accompanying lorries bringing supplies of food, clothing 
and blankets. The demonstration was a significant success: 3000 people took part from different villages 
around Israel. 

3- New Slaves 

They are workers to whom the legality of their work is refused, but not their work. They are workers, not 
delinquents, nor terrorists, nor a cancer as the Mexican Government recently affirmed. Under the judgement 
issued by the US Supreme Court, they will continue to be employed undocumented, now without working or 
human guarantees, they will be the new slaves of the XXIst century and the third millennium. 

4- From Russia with Unions. 

The situation in Moscow’s suburbs is among the worst. The younger and more dynamic teachers are leaving 
for other work. Mainly pension-age teachers remain. We have one teacher of Russian who just celebrated his 
85th birthday! One simply cannot live on our salary. According to one’s level, one earns between 830 rubles 
($27.5) and 1630 ($54.3) for 18 hours of classroom teaching. 

5- More Europe, More Barcelona 

After the Spring Council of the European Union in Barcelona, with the echoes of the major demonstration 
"Against the Europe of Capital and War" still ringing, it serves to balance the political results of the Summit. 
Was it a success, as Aznar claims, an "irreversible" advance towards the reforms that so many people in the 
street denounced? It's evident that this Barcelona summit will be remembered above all, not for the 
decisions taken by the democratic representatives of the European oligarchy; but for the massive 
contestation that it met in the streets. 

6- Meeting ATTAC worldwide. 


Use the dynamite to blow GATS out of cannot and will not be made public..."]. These 
the water requests make it clear that GATS will destroy 
many public services and small businesses. 
No thanks to the Commission, we have received Circulate the information widely, especially to 
the first detailed "requests" from the EU to the so- contacts in the countries of whose governments 
called Group I countries [the richer, larger ones] requests are being made. Use the dynamite to 
in the GATS "request-offer" process. We hope the blow GATS out of the water. 
same source will be able to provide us with the 
requests to Group II toward the end of April. Request made to: Argentina - Australia - Brazil - 
Canada - Chile - China - Colombia - Egypt - Hong 
Information is dynamite and that explains why the Kong, China - India - Indonesia - Israel - Japan - 
Commission already refused an earlier request for Korea - Malaysia - Mexico - New Zealand - 


transparency of the GATS process ["the requests Panama - Pakistan - Paraguay - Philippines - 
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Singapore - South Africa - Switzerland - Taiwan - 
Thailand - United States of America - Uruguay - 
Venezuela 
http://attac.org/fra/orga/doc/ue4en.htm 





European Commission - 133 Committee 

"Member States are requested to ensure that this 
text is not made publicly available and is only 
circulated to the officials concerned" 


The West Bank: a first-hand account 


By Christophe Aguiton 
Translation: Chris Arden coorditrad@attac.org 


volunteer translator group 


Pure sadness. Sitting on the plane that was taking 
me from Paris to Tel Aviv last Wednesday, that 
was the feeling that overwhelmed me as I 
contemplated the prospect of witnessing the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict at first hand. 


Personal memories come back: those of friends 
from my schooldays in Morocco who, in the 
1960’s, had massively emigrated to France, 
Argentina and Canada but also to Israel. 


A vague feeling of political responsibility haunts 
me: Zionism and Israel weren’t born out of the 
Nazi genocide, any more than they were born out 
of simple religious identification, the “lay” 
definition of Jewishness is different from the 
religious one and in many ways they are closely 
related to the workers’ movement and democracy. 
Moses Hess, the forerunner of Zionism, had 
sympathised with Marx and, like him, had his 
roots in left-wing Hegelianism. And it was Jewish 
officers from the Red Army who, after 1945, 
trained the haganah, Israel’s first defence 
organisation. 


But the sadness came above all from the feeling 
that we had reached a total deadlock. According to 
the newspapers, it seemed certain that Sharon 
would, sooner or later, be obliged to leave the 
occupied cities but, clearly, the suicide bomb 
attacks would then resume, followed by reprisals 
and, most likely, by new Israeli occupation. 


International missions 


The trip had been decided on the day before, 
when ATTAC had learned that a delegation upheld 
by the “International Council of the World Social 
Forum of Porto Alegre” was being put together 
with a strong Brazilian contingent together with 
European, American and Asian militants. This was 
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an opportunity to join the international solidarity 
movement — which was coming together 
spontaneously. 


In many countries, delegations have been put 
together in recent months to go on the spot, in 
Israel and in Palestine: delegations which, in 
France, have been called “civil delegations for the 
security of the Palestinian people”. So it was that 
nearly 400 militants made the trip every week last 
Christmas, other teams went to ensure a 
permanent presence and, at Easter, around 600 
militants from many countries were on the spot 
when the Israeli army launched its offensive 
against the Palestinian towns. 


Everyone saw the television coverage of José Bové 
going into Arafat’s headquarters but few 
recognized those who accompanied him. There 
was Mario Lill, leader of the landless movement of 
Rio Grande do Sul, who represented that 
movement at the June 2000 Geneva conference, 
the one which launched the Porto Alegre World 
Social Forum process. There was also Paul 
Nicholson, a Basque militant from the Emen Eta 
Mundua _ anti-globalisation movement who had 
been present at all the milestone initiatives, from 
Genoa to Barcelona via Porto Alegre, but above all 
known for being one of the founders of Via 
Campesina. Many militants from this growing 
global movement were to be seen with them: 
several members of ATTAC are still in Arafat’s 
headquarters and it is leaders of the “Genoa Social 
Forum” who have stayed for days and days at the 
hospital in Ramallah, later relieved by Greek 
militants from the movement who had organised 
the mobilisation for Genoa. 


There were many Europeans in Ramallah but even 
more Americans in the group of around a hundred 
militants in Bethlehem the day the city was 
invaded. Waving white flags, the militants 
accompanied the Palestinian ambulances’ to 
prevent them from being targeted by Israelis and 
“protected” the city’s refugee camp, gaining 
precious days before the troops broke in. 


Rory, a 30-year old Scotsman present in 
Bethlehem for more than ten days, is a good 
example of what these new militants are like. He’s 
a business lawyer in a London partnership for six 
months of the year which he believes allows him 
to earn enough money to do something else the 
rest of the time. Although he had only briefly got 
involved in the campaign for the cancellation of 
Third World debt, he decided, two days before 
leaving, because he had been moved by 
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documentaries on the Palestinians’ situation and 
had been convinced by the arguments put forward 
by Edward Said, the great Palestinian-American 
intellectual, to join an “International Solidarity 
Movement” delegation, the American equivalent of 
the civil missions which the Palestinian militants 
launched a few years ago. Before leaving, the first 
thing he did was to get a small digital camcorder 
and, on arrival, he made contact with members of 
the press. As a privileged witness, his reports 
made the front page of the main Scottish 
newspaper and he’s in regular contact with the 
BBC and CNN. 


Without there having been any major public 
appeals, here’s an entire generation which has 
joined up with the small core groups who, for 
years or even decades, have been maintaining 
solidarity work with the Palestinians. 


The global movement that has been developing 
since Seattle was able to connect to the pacifist 
movement during the war in Afghanistan. Now it’s 
playing a significant role in the emergence of a 
sort of international civic conscience which intends 
to make itself heard everywhere it can, including 
during armed conflict. For many of these militants, 
it is no longer a matter, as was the case during 
the Spanish Civil War, or even during the 
Sandinista revolution in Nicaragua, of taking up 
the fight alongside combatants and 
revolutionaries, but of being present, peacefully, 
to bear witness, to build room for democracy and 
to try to limit, through the presence of 
international observers, the suffering inflicted by 
the armed forces. 


In Israel 


The customs and police formalities go without a 
hitch, because I have the address of a friend to 
see in Israel which allows me to answer the 
extensive questioning on why I’m making this trip. 
All the militants who arrive as a group are 
automatically expelled, as are those whose 
arguments are not deemed sufficient: around a 
hundred people have thus been refused entry into 
Israel in recent days. 


Immediately on Wednesday’ evening, an 
opportunity arose to see Michel Warshawsky. 
Michel is “the” anti-Zionist Israeli militant, he’s 
always been alongside the Palestinians, he’s the 
one everyone calls "Mikado". 


He tells how Via Campesina got involved in this 
struggle. A meeting that took place at the end of 
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January in Porto Alegre, between Palestinian and 
Israeli militants and Via Campesina leaders 
enabled a delegation to be put together for 
Palestine on the “day of the earth” event to 
establish direct contacts with rural workers in the 
occupied territories. That was the day tanks rolled 
into Ramallah ... 


Above all, he talks about the situation on the 
Israeli side. 


The situation is very bad, and not just because, as 
in any war situation, the immediate reflex is to 
close ranks, nor because of press self-censorship 
which gives Israelis a totally biased view of what 
is going on: extensive coverage of the funerals of 
the victims of suicide attacks and the families the 
victims leave behind but scant reports on the West 
Bank situation which might leave people thinking 
that the situation is being normalised. 


The crux of the problem is the interpretation of 
the failures of Camp David and Taba as provided 
by Ariel Sharon and, above all, before him, by 
Ehud Barak, his labour party predecessor. 
Supposedly, during these negotiations, Yassir 
Arafat and the Palestinian leaders refused a 
Palestinian state in the Gaza Strip and the West 
Bank. This refusal, plus the suicide attacks against 
civilians in the very heart of Israel, is supposed to 
prove that the Palestinians’ real aim, contrary to 
their claims, is not the creation of a nation state in 
the territories occupied in 1967, but the 
destruction of Israel. That is what lies behind 
Sharon’s’ declarations that amaze foreign 
observers but are highly effective within his 
country as he talks about “the survival of the 
Jewish people”. The fact that this version comes 
from a “left wing” prime minister and that the 
labour party stay in the government coalition 
lends a lot of credibility to this thesis, just as the 
fire attacks on synagogues, such as_ have 
happened in France, are used as proof that there’s 
a fresh upsurge of antiSemitism worldwide. In 
such a climate of paranoia the many international 
condemnations carry little weight or even 
reinforce the idea that this really is a decisive 
battle for “the Jewish people”. 


It is therefore very important to remember the 
negotiation terms at the time. Far from handing 
back all the territories, Ehud Barak’s government 
meant to keep the colonies closest to the border, 
even being prepared to “exchange” those for a 
piece of desert, together with East Jerusalem of 
which only a small neighbourhood in the outskirts 
would have been returned to the Palestinians. 
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Nothing was said about what is perhaps the 
thorniest problem: the Palestinian refugees dating 
back to 1948, or even the 200 000 who live in the 
Lebanon in the most difficult circumstances. 


Jenin 


As in all situations of conflict, or when major 
events occur, there are always one or a few hotels 
where “everyone”, journalists, politicians and 
various leaders meet and swap the latest news. In 
this case the crisis and_ its _ international 
repercussions are so serious that there are 4 
strategic sites: the New Imperial in the old town, 
the least expensive where one finds the militants, 
the Jerusalem, previously called the King David, 
the most exclusive, where one can see Zinni, the 
American negotiator and the leading reporters 
who are also to be found at the American Colony 
and, finally, the Ambassador Hotel, a middle-level 
establishment, where the parliamentary 
delegations from various countries and many 
journalists hang out. These are the places where 
one can meet those who are responsible for 
making contacts with Palestine and preparing 
visits and that’s how, on Thursday morning, I 
came across Leo Gabriel, an Austrian friend, who’s 
a militant from ATTAC Austria and the “European 
March against Unemployment” but also a 
journalist with Austrian state television. He has a 
car going to the Jenin region and I decide to go 
with him because the news coming out of the 
refugee camp in the city there is particularly 
alarming. 


Jenin is right in the north of the West Bank. The 
surrounding Israeli area is inhabited by many Arab 
villages which is where some of the refugees in 
the Jenin camp come from: they first arrived 
during the 1948 exodus which the Palestinians call 
“nakbah”, the catastrophe. There are two things 
which are immediately striking aS soon as one 
passes into the West Bank. The first is the 
amazing jigsaw puzzle of territories and peoples. 
If one has a few contacts one moves easily 
between Israel and the West Bank and at any 
time, in the middle of the occupied territories, one 
can come across an Israeli colony. So, unlike in 
the Gaza Strip where there are far fewer colonies, 
the idea of a “wall” that would isolate the occupied 
territories from Israel seems highly hypothetical, 
unless the 200 000 inhabitants of the colonies are 
to be abandoned. 


The second striking feature is the total solidarity 
between Palestinians. We spent the whole of 
Thursday in the occupied territories, between 
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Jenin and Nablus, the zone which is considered by 
the Israeli army as being the most dangerous and 
which is therefore the most closely-watched and 
controlled. At no time, apart from when we 
returned to Israel, were we stopped or controlled 
at a checkpoint. Our guide kept checking with the 
inhabitants, young or old, whether the army was 
down the road and if we could get through. In 
front of us there was a taxi which stopped at each 
dangerous bend, using his mobile phone to check 
with someone in the vicinity on whether there 
were snipers in the area or whether there was a 
military blockade controlling traffic. 


The stories coming out of Jenin are dreadful. We 
weren't able to go into the actual camp which was 
home to more than 13 000 inhabitants and from 
where we could still hear the sound of automatic 
gunfire but, in Taybeh and Rumanah, two outlying 
villages, we met many refugees who had just 
arrived. All were men, around 200 at Taybeh and 
450 at Rumanah, the women and children were in 
other villages. Many have the same story to tell. 
Many houses have been destroyed by missiles 
fired from helicopters or tanks, most of the men 
were arrested, held in detention for 2 or 3 days in 
hard, humiliating conditions, their wrists so tightly 
bound that some still show vivid scars, their eyes 
blindfolded, unable to go to the toilet. After that, 
there were dropped off miles from Jenin with strict 
orders not to go back there and they came to 
these villages without having any news of their 
families. 


Some of them bear witness to atrocities 
committed by the army. In Rumanah a youth of 
about 15 years-old claimed to have witnessed 
summary executions and to have seen many 
corpses in the streets. In Taybeh, Kassim Salah, a 
38 year-old father of four claimed soldiers used 
him as a human shield for two days: he had to go 
into the houses and narrow streets first to 
“protect” the Israeli soldiers. During those two 
days he witnessed the death of four young men 
who were moving forwards with white flags and 
who were slaughtered by the soldiers. 


Ramallah 


Friday, the “World Social Forum” delegation comes 
together, most of the Brazilians, including a 
parliamentary delegation having arrived. Milton 
Temer is the member of the federal parliament 
who represents the Workers’ Party in the 
delegation. We link up with two women, an 
American and aé_ British member of the 
"International Solidarity Movement", and a Belgian 
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delegation which includes the president of the 
Senate socialist group, and decide to go to 
Ramallah to visit the hospital and try to meet the 
militants who are in Yassir Arafat’s headquarters. 


We're now used to going into Ramallah, a car 
drops off the “visitors” on a road after the 
checkpoint, we go a few hundred yards on foot 
and then we can get taxis into the city. On arrival 
at the hospital, we meet the wounded and talk to 
the medical staff who show us the communal 
grave they've had to dig in the courtyard. 


The hospital is at the entrance to the city and the 
tanks aren’t there, some children are playing in 
the street and just occasionally an adult takes a 
quick glimpse outside. But the curfew hasn’t been 
lifted: it was for a few hours the day before, and 
going out into the street is totally forbidden. The 
group discusses the idea of a demonstration. 
Given our low numbers, less than a score, the 
term “delegation” would probably be more 
appropriate. There are three television crews 
ready to accompany us and Colin Powell has just 
landed in Israel: we think we can try this without 
running too much of a risk. 


We set off, equipped with white flags. Walking 
slowly, so that it is quite clear that our intentions 
are peaceful, but also because we often have to 
stop: first, a hundred yards after the hospital, to 
accompany an old lady who’s too frightened to go 
there on her own. 


After a few hundred yards, we reach the centre. 
There, there’s neither man nor beast, quite 
literally. The sight of the city centre is staggering: 
it’s totally deserted but we know that all the 
inhabitants are there, hiding behind their lowered 
iron shutters. A Canadian from the “Alternatives” 
movement who was there the day before, just as 
the curfew was lifted so that the inhabitants could 
go out for a few hours, told us that it was like 
springtime in Quebec: snow in a dead and 
deserted landscape and then, a few days later 
when the snow melts, life bursts out. Here, we 
have to remember that the inhabitants have been 
holed up in their houses for more than two weeks! 


The tanks are in the main square, with a few 
soldiers who train their guns at us. This is rather a 
frightening moment. Then we walk on, up to the 
presidential palace, about a mile further on, and 
it’s already a miracle that we’ve got this far. But 
the miracle comes to an end, the soldiers arrive 
with a tank, we negotiate to get an interview with 
our friends, unsuccessfully. We phone Théo, the 
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friend of a friend, who lives there and who writes 
an hour-by-hour column on the West Bank 
situation which is widely published by email. We 
go back to the hospital and we hear isolated 
gunfire from another district and shellfire from a 
tank. A few hours later we'll learn that a youth 
was shot down that morning. 


With the Israeli pacifists 


On Saturday a large coalition of Israeli, Arab and 
Jewish militants decided to demonstrate in front of 
the entrance to the Jenin camp, along the main 
road, accompanying lorries bringing supplies of 
food, clothing and blankets. 


The demonstration was a _ significant success: 
3000 people took part from different villages 
around Israel. At the head of the procession were 
young Arabs, full of emotion and hoping to reach 
the objective, to see their families and loved ones. 
Then came a mixed procession with pacifists, 
different left wing political groups and a lot of 
youngsters. A small group of teenagers comes 
together, wearing tshirts with a yellow star that 
includes the wording “Palestinians” and they’ve 
decided, in order to touch Israeli public opinion, to 
call themselves "don't touch my holocaust". This 
group explains to us how they started to take 
action when they learnt that, a dozen days earlier, 
foreign militants had defied the curfew and 
paraded through Ramallah: that had made them 
feel they had to act. We were also able to test out 
the impact of these activities on the territories in 
East Jerusalem where several people we met in 
the streets knew that demonstrations had been 
held in Ramallah. 


The army tries to stop the demonstration with a 
Jeep and a few soldiers. Given the numbers and 
the level of determination, they let us through. 


One incident gives a clear idea of the true nature 
of the Israeli army. The demonstration passes by 
in front of Salem, a big military camp where many 
Palestinians have been and still are detained, and 
a score of soldiers are deployed behind the 
railings. The demonstrators chant, in Hebrew, 
“corrupt occupation”, “the refuznicks (the soldiers 
who refuse to serve in the occupied territories) are 
heroes”. On hearing that, a soldier, probably a 
reservist given his age, jumps up and down and 
starts waiving his arms around to show his total 
support; his commanding officer arrives, gives him 
a good telling-off, and then goes away again. The 
soldier carries on, a little more discretely. A few 
minutes later, another soldier goes crazy and 
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wants to go out and insult the demonstrators or 
maybe even fight them. The officer intervenes 
again and several of them calm the soldier down 
and prevent him from going outside. That’s all. An 
army that’s as popular and “democratically” run is 
probably very strong in defending its country 
when attacked but, on witnessing this scene, one 
has a better understanding of why soldiers have 
targeted journalists or how atrocities could have 
been committed. 


Finally, the demonstration is brought to a halt a 
few miles further on, at the official checkpoint 
before Jenin. An agreement is reached with the 
organisers: the soldiers guarantee that the lorries 
can pass through if the demonstration disperses. 
The next day we'll learn that only six of them were 
able to go in and that they had to unload their 
goods quite far from the camp, without really 
knowing whether they’ll reach the people they 
were intended for. 


Around a dozen of us leave, together with the 
Brazilians, and we go back into the occupied 
territories, into Taybeh, to do some interviewing 
and hear from some witnesses. 


Sunday morning provides an opportunity to meet 
some pacifist militants in Tel Aviv. There’s a team 
from Indymedia Israel which is very active, 
publishing a magazine and streaming videos and a 
radio on the web, there’s an Israeli trade union 
militant who’s close to the communist party, and 
there’s Mikado. 


All have decided to mobilize in priority against the 
occupation of Palestinian cities and we discuss 
how to pass information on and work together. At 
midday there’s a press conference in Jerusalem 
and, that same afternoon, it’s back to Paris with 7 
militants from civil missions who have just been 
expelled from Israel. 


Christophe Aguiton, Paris 16th April 2002 
Contact for this article. ATTAC France office of 
secretary attacfr@attac.org 


New Slaves 


By Carlos Montemayor 
Translation: Thierry van Steenberghe 
coorditrad@attac.org volunteer translator group 


On last 27 of March, the United States Supreme 
Court issued a judgement particularly significative 
in this moment of global modernity: it legalized a 
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new form of slavery. The judgement applies to all 
"illegal" workers. 


These "illegal". or undocumented workers are 
thousands of people who do not have any 
protection of their work rights but are solicited 
and taken by many manufacturing, agricultural, 
touristic or domestic employers in the United 
States. 


They are workers to whom the legality of their 
work is refused, but not their work. They are 
workers, not delinquents, nor terrorists, nor a 
cancer as the Mexican Government recently 
affirmed. Under the judgement issued by the US 
Supreme Court, they will continue to be employed 
undocumented, now without working or human 
guarantees, they will be the new slaves of the 
XXIst century and the third millennium. The 
significative point is that this happened in the 
highest judiciary instance of the country which 
designates itself as the defender of the democracy 
in the whole world. 


The US Supreme Court enacted that the 
undocumented workers have no right to claim 
against enterprises who would have violated the 
law by firing them or punishing them for having 
exercised their basic rights. So they decided 
indeed in the case of the Mexican worker José 
Castro, fired with three other workers by the 
company Hoffman Plastic Compound in 
Paramount, California, in 1989. 


Jim Cason y David Brooks, correspondent of 'La 
Jornada' (The Day) reported that the National 
Administration of Work Relations had enacted that 
the rights of Castro had been violated and ordered 
that the vested salaries be paid and the man hired 
back. The Courts backed the order of the 
Administration, but the Supreme Court did not 
share these decisions. 


The correspondents thus’ interviewed Arturo 
Rodriguez, President of the United Farm workers 
of America, the Union of day labourers founded by 
the mexican leader César Chavez, who declared 
that the bosses would now want to employ more 
undocumented persons, knowing that they have 
no legal protection: "This eliminates for the 
workers the right to face their bosses... places 
them in nera slavery conditions as they now have 
no possibility o defend themselves." 


The economic policy imposed in the world since 
the 80's has produced an _ immeasurable 
advancement of the poverty, an accelerated 
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process of concentration of the wealth in certain 
regions of the world and in certain social 
categories of each of the national economies. This 
new poverty supposes another idea of the 
humanity: the free circulation of the capital and of 
the goods, but not of the work. The borders are 
opened to investments, but closed to immigration. 
However, it is impossible to close the borders. 
Asians and Mexicans arrive in the US, Asians 
arrive in Europe, people from the Maghreb and 
Sahara arrive in Spain, Nigerians and Algerians 
arrive in France, Kurds arrive in Germany. This 
continuous flux is opening the borders in 
contradiction with what is established or supposed 
by the present globalization model. Therefore 
appears in the countries of the so called ‘first 
world' an_ increasing violence against the 
minorities, whether Turkish, Blacks, Asian or 
Hispanic minorities. The racial discrimination is 
part of a deeper range of social exclusions which 
spread in the politic, economic and _  juridic 
domains. Another idea about what is a human 
being appears now that entire regions of the world 
become useless for the global economy. 


With slavery back in the United States, an 
important message is sent to an impoverished 
world. Or rather to countries like ours. The 
message explains what is the modernization of the 
world work legislation. On the surface, the 
globalization model only proposed to lower the 
work costs and even more the redundancy costs. 
Now we see that the question is to lower the work 
costs in all aspects, for both the "legal" and the 
"illegal" worker. The largest modernization had 
thus to be the slavery. Do we have to applaud 
such a model of work modernization? Why does 
the present Mexican Government insist to discover 
human rights violation only in Cuba? Why continue 
to believe that the new Mexican diplomacy should 
support the invasion of Palestine and the 
transformation into slaves of the undocumented 
Mexican workers? 


Is this the modernization that awaits Mexico? 


"La Jornada", Mexico, Tuesday 2nd of April 2002 
Contact for this article. Correo Informativo 


informativo@attac.org 
From Russia with Unions 


By David Mandel (Canada), Carine Clément, Denis 
Paillard (France) - “Union Messenger”. 


page 713) 


Interviews with Umida Borodina. President of the 
Free Union of Teachers of Russia (an alternative 
union) 


Union Messenger: Where do you work? 

Umida Borodina: At present, I am working in a 
school in a Moscow suburb. I teach history in the 
higher grades. I have 28 hours of classroom work. 
I belong to the Sotsprof union confederation 
where I am _ president of the federation of 
teachers’ unions. 


UM: Whom do these unions represent? 

UB: They are a coalition of alternative teachers’ 
unions. They joined together in 1996 at a founding 
congress in a period of growing protest. But when 
the wave subsided, the coalition fell apart. There 
was, however, another congress in October 2001 
that breathed new life into it. I was elected 
president. This federation includes teachers’ 
unions that are affiliated to Sotprof, Zashchita, the 
Confederation of Labour of Russia, the All-Russian 
Confederation of Labour and regional unions in the 
Urals, Siberia, Voronezh and elsewhere. In all, we 
are present in 45 regions, but it is hard to specify 
the number of teachers, since our members are 
unions and not individuals. Also, the membership 
of these unions varies a lot according to the level 
of mobilization as well as repressions against the 
alternative unions. 


UM: What is the nature of you relations with the 
FNPR? 

UB: We are in sharp opposition to the policies of 
its leadership. We all came out of the FNPR. In the 
schools, local and regional FNPR leaders are 
conducting a destructive policy and often impede 
mobilization. Rank-and-file FNPR members might 
sometimes support a strike, but not actively. 
They often remain passive observers. But we 
maintain polite relations with them and try to 
activate them. 


UM: Maybe you can tell us about one of the 
mobilization in which you participated. 

UB: Before coming to Moscow, I worked at a 
school in Penza on the Volga. We went on strike in 
September 1998 because we had not been paid 
since May. At the start, the strike was part of a 
one-day national strike called by the FNPR. But a 
day before the strike, the FNPR_ leadership 
suddenly went into reverse, claiming that the 
Primakov government had made certain promises. 
But the teachers in my school struck anyway, 
electing a strike committee made up mainly of 
Sotsprof activists but supported by the others. 
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At the end of the strike, the teachers voted to go 
to court over non-payment of wages. I was 
elected to negotiate with the school administration 
and also to represent the workers before the 
court. I gathered 98 individual suits, including 
some from FNPR-affiliated teachers. We won. They 
tried many tricks to reduce the sum owed, but in 
the end we got the arrears and compensation for 
the delay and for the massive inflation that 
followed the financial collapse of August 1998. The 
leadership of the FNPR union in the school had to 
follow our lead, or else it would have been 
discredited. We thus play the role of catalyst for 
discontented workers, forcing the FNPR to act. 


For example, my school was firing three or four 
people every year because the number of students 
was declining, a consequence of the drop of 
natality in Russia. Sotsprof never gave _ its 
approval to these dismissals, unlike FNPR. (The 
old Labour Code gave unions an effective veto 
over dismissals.) But as this became known to 
teachers, FNPR had to follow our example. 


UM: What is the situation at present in your 
school? 

UB: The situation in Moscow’s suburbs is among 
the worst. The younger and more dynamic 
teachers are leaving for other work. Mainly 
pension-age teachers remain. We have one 
teacher of Russian who just celebrated his 85th 
birthday! One simply cannot live on our salary. 
According to one’s level, one earns between 830 
rubles ($27.5) and 1630 ($54.3) for 18 hours of 
classroom teaching. So most people do 1.5 or two 
shifts. I earn about 2100 rubles ($70) a month. 
We also get a 20% bonus for working in the 
Moscow region, but we haven’t seen that in ages. 
The head of the FNPR-affiliated union at the school 
tried to take action to get the bonus, but she 
wasn’t support by the city leadership. She was 
told to avoid conflict and to try to find an 
understanding with the administration. She finally 
quit as head of the union. 


As for myself, I am now conducting mainly 
“educational” work. I’m trying to persuade 
teachers to leave the FNPR in order to be in a 
position to defend themselves. I won’t form an 
alternative union there unless I feel I have 
majority support. 


UM: What do you think of the government’s wage 
rise for teachers? 

UB: It’s a mirage. They raise the bottom salary 
and then collapse the differentials, which comes 
down to leaving the salaries as they were. 
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Sotsprof lodged a complaint with the Supreme 
Court alleging violation of the law that requires 
the government to negotiate this with all unions, 
not only the FNPR. The court rejected the 
complaint, saying the Sotsprof is not a member of 
the Tripartite Commission. But the law does not 
require that for a union to participate in the 
negotiations. We are going to fight for a real wage 
rise, that is, to keep the old coefficients. But it’s 
hard, since the alternative unions are still very 
small and have to deal with pressure both from 
the administrations and from FNPR. Our hope is to 
see the rise of a solidary, militant trade-union 
movement. 


UM: Besides wages, what are your other 
demands? 

UB: First of all, we have to fight non-payment of 
wages, a phenomenon that is again on the rise on 
a large scale. The regional authorities cite a lack 
of money, but that’s a lie. They use the wages of 
their employees to blackmail the central 
government into giving them a larger budget. But 
the money is there. Our unions are thus forced to 
strike. 


As for the necessary reform of the educational 
system, we feel it should strengthen the role of 
the state and not favour privatization. We need 
centralization so that students in different regions 
get equal treatment. We oppose the tendency to 
institute tracking, a practice that condemns 
weaker students, mostly from poorer families. We 
want teachers to be consulted on school reform. 
We demand that teachers be given the right to 
supervise the use of the school budget. But most 
of all, we demand a vast programme of 
investment to raise the quality of education and 
stop the flight of teachers from the profession. 
Russia’s future depends on it. 


UM: Do you have relations with foreign unions? 
UB: Very little at present. But we will join the 
International Secretariat. 


Contact for this article. Working group on Eastern 
and Central Europe groupe-est@attac.org 





More Europe, More Barcelona ! 


By G. Buster 
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After the Spring Council of the European Union in 
Barcelona, with the echoes of the major 
demonstration "Against the Europe of Capital and 
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War" still ringing, it serves to balance the political 
results of the Summit. Was it a success, as Aznar 
claims, an "irreversible" advance towards the 
reforms that so many people in the street 
denounced? 


It's evident that this Barcelona summit will be 
remembered above all, not for the decisions taken 
by the democratic representatives of the European 
oligarchy; but for the massive contestation that it 
met in the streets. If someone believed the 
movement was condemned to the margin in the 
political climate of ‘antiterrorist counter-reforms' 
created since September 1ith , and that the 
demonstrations of December 14th in Brussels 
were an exception, they are now confronted with a 
sonorous contradiction. 


But what is the consensus the chiefs of 15 
member states reached in their Barcelona 
conclusions? 


1-The economy: Defense of the Stability and 
Growth Pact 


The  ffirst indications towards a_ possible 
recuperation of the American economy have 
arrived, yet the signals are weak in two very 
important respects; the recuperation of income 
tax and the production of the manufacturing 
sector. It is the private demand that sustains a 
possible transition in the economic cycle, while 
companies search to recuperate their profit gain 
through adjustments in employment and other 
expenses, without an augment in investing in new 
technology. Hence the danger of a weak 
recuperation produces a new fall in the recession. 
The frightening scenario of the "double collapse." 


In Europe, meanwhile, the horizon lies not on 
recuperation but continuation of the recession, 
above all in Germany. Weighing the growth 
expectations of 1.2% in the Euro zone against 
1.7% in the United States this year, the Central 
European Bank has applied a more restrictive 
policy in cutting interest tax, no lower than 3.25% 
in November 2001, against the 1.7% of the US 
Federal Reserve in March of this year. It goes to 
say that expectations of inflation for 2001 in the 
Euro zone are around 2%. 


What is the reason for these absurd economics? 
The Stability and Growth Pact driven by the 
previous conservative German government, which 
imposes a roof of 3% of PNB for the fiscal deficit, 
holds the objective of assuring a strong Euro 
contending with the dollar. The consequence, 
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however, of acting as a recessive policy is exactly 
the opposite: the Euro is falling in respect to the 
dollar because the European recuperation is being 
stopped by the Stability and Growth Pact. 


Before the Barcelona Council, encouraged by the 
neoliberal "axis of evil" Blair-Berlusconi-Aznar, the 
Commission launched a frontal attack on the 
German Social Democrat-Green government and 
the Portuguese Socialist, right before their 
respective elections, by criticizing their policies, 
requiring a cut in social gains, undermining their 
base of union support and making a point of the 
imposition of the prescribed fines from the same 
Pact. After weeks of public criticism in the press, 
in light of the fact that the deficit was already at 
2.7%, Schroder reacted and arrived at a 
compromise. 


Late and bad. One can read the conclusions, 
requiring the "automatic stabilizers" prescribed in 
the case of the cuyuntrales crisis "do not exceed 
3% in unfavorable situations." For what, then, are 
the "automatic stabilizers" for? In this manner, it 
seems to prove that the Stability and Growth Pact 
and the Euro are instruments of a recessive policy 
that sacrifices jobs, competition, and industrial 
recuperation to a neoliberal policy of 
reconstruction and defense of financial interests. 


2-The social agenda: The promise of full 
employment.- 


The governments of the French "plurak-left" and 
the German "red-green" have made platforms of 
the defense of the "social-European model" in 
imminent elections in their respective countries. 
This deals with "equilibrating" the neoliberal 
reforms with the maintenance or advances of the 
social agenda. 


It was already suspected that Aznar was in 
agreement with this in his "neoliberalism of a 
human-face" interventions. The conclusions 
introduce a long paragraph, affirming the "social 
European model is based on the good functioning 
of the economy, on a high level of social 
protection and education, and on social dialogue. 
A state of active wellbeing must encourage 
people to work " 


The result of the "social front" (curious military 
terminology) is to obstruct unions’ and 
managements' "formulas to better pursue the 
reconstruction of the companies mediating the 
dialogue and the exchange of good practices in 
respect to industrial reconstruction." It "urges the 
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acceleration of pension management reform to 
assure its financial sustainability." To contribute to 
this, from now until 2010, an ominous date, the 
age of retirement will be progressively raised in 
five years. This Commission also _ requires 
information on_ retirement, health, and job 
security, and that member states reduce "in a 
significant manner before 2010 (sic) the number 
of persons in risk of poverty and social exclusion. 


A little contradictory, with the central promise to 
reach full employment in the same year. Above all 
when at the same time the need to "do away with 
obstacles and shortage of incentives to find or 
keep a job, preserving at the same time elevated 
norms of protection from the social European 
model" is recognized. It is evident that behind this 
sentence one finds a hidden attack against any 
regulation of the current rights of workers. 


"Fiscal rebates" for the lowest salaries are 
promised, instead of elevation of the bottom level 
of income obligated to declare, including 
unemployment benefits, and collective treaties are 
required to "keep in mind the existent relation 
between the renumerations and conditions of the 
labor market, permitting a_ salarial evolution 
following criteria of productivity and _ distinct 
understandings." 


This opens, yes, a new market for private 
education to "be encouraged to offer services of 
confluence" for 90% of pre-school age children 
above 3 years and "at least 33% of children 
younger". Private guards of the costs of education 
are flourishing as before. 


3- Sustainable Development: Neoliberal ecology? 


There was not enough time for the Director of the 
European Agency of the Environment, Domingo 
Jimenez Beltran, having declared that, in what this 
chapter refers to, the Summit "has fallen into a 
travesty of unforeseen consequences." Even the 
mediocre conclusions of the Council of the 
Environment from March 4th were watered down 
at the Summit (El Pais 20-3-02). 


We draw up, however, a long paragraph on the 
importance of sustainable development and the 
necessity of its horizontal integration as a concept 
in all of the EU's work. Yet the concrete discussion 
of the EU's position from the Johannesburg 
meeting was stopped at the Seville meeting. 
Meanwhile, new information to the Commission on 
evaluating environmental impacts of the political 
community, green technology and _ "energy 


page 10(13) 


efficiency' are immobilized; set to the side, yet 
again, until 2010. 


As for development aid, which merits only a 
paragraph in this chapter, the formula for 
compromise represented the incapacity to reach a 
common and coherent EU policy. Two groups are 
established: the state-members that already hold 
an ODA equal to or greater than 0.7%, that limits 
their contributions, and the majority, who elevate 
their profits of ODA until 0.33% in 2006, in a 
manner in which the community arrives at 0.39% 
on the same date. Not a word on the external 
debt. This will be the position of the EU at the 
Monterrey Conference, whose declared objective is 
to reduce poverty worldwide by 50% by 2015. 


The Spanish case is especially draining, as the 
spokespersons for Intermon, Caritas y Médicos 
Mundi in Monterrey have denounced (El Pais, 20- 
3-02). The PP had already compromised in 1997 
to obtain 0.35 in 2000. And now the objective is 
reduced to 0.33 in 2006. It is true that the United 
States have promised to obtain 0.15%. But 
numbers do not lie and the reality is that 
development aid has significantly reduced during 
the height of neoliberal globalization. The director 
of the World Bank, Jim Wolfensohn, has admitted 
that the objective of poverty reduction can not be 
obtained without duplication of actual volumes of 
ODA. 


Hence the importance to maintain and relaunch 
campaigns, like those of 0.7% and the abolition of 
the foreign debt, that must form an essential 
component of the movement against the Europe 
of capital and war. 


4-The modernisation programme The fact of 
recuperating the "Spirit of Lisbon" in Barcelona, 
meant that Aznar and Rato were sending a clear 
message to the markets of a new political impetus 
of reforms and neo-liberal restructuring. According 
to the "evil axis" that is Blair-Berlusconi-Aznar, 
the reason why the European economy is not 
showing signs of recovery as in the U.S. is 
because of the inflexible structure of the labour 
market, due to a lack of R&D and institutional 
obstacles preventing its restructuring. 


We have already seen the Conclusions regarding 

flexible labour markets, as these were the most 
important in the package. The second most 
important part of the debate concentrated on the 
liberalisation of the energy market, to which 
France and Germany were directly opposed. 
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In France, the state monopoly of EDF is based on 
electricity production coming from nuclear power 
(75%), and in Germany, it is based on German 
gas and electricity oligopolies investing huge 
amounts of money in order to build a network of 
gas pipelines which would link up central Europe 
with Russian energy-producing companies and 
nuclear power plants. Under the concept of "public 
service," -something essential for the construction 
of a social Europe, a Europe for the workers- lies 
hidden the tough competition between companies 
of member states to control the restructuring 
process of the European energy sector. All the 
contradictions of the model chosen since the 70s, 
especially the huge investment in nuclear power 
plants, are, thus brought out into the open. The 
nuclear energy sector cannot be "privatised" 
except to dismantle it or to have its production 
moved to the outer edges of the E.U. like Russia, 
where the anti-nuclear conscience of the citizens 
is simply repressed. Otherwise, the electoral 
consequences are immediate. 


But the consensus is more than small, despite 
threats from Loyola de Palacio before the Summit. 
The interconnection is limited to 10% in 2005 and 
60% of the market is opening up just to industry 
in 2004. This policy will not be revised until 2006, 
in other words, through E.U. enlargement. 


In the transport sector, the reviled concept of 
"public service" is being applied to the Galileo 
satellite system, with the creation of a public 
European company to develop this technology 
with two main functions. Its main repercussion is 
to ensure relative military autonomy of the E.U. in 
the face of the American G.P.S. system. As for the 
rest, i.e. the "single sky" policy of air transport, 
railway security or the European transport 
networks (except for the bottlenecks in the Alps, 
the Pyrenees or the Baltic States) it is limited to 
studies for decisions which will be taken later. 


The technology of the "new economy" is 
restricted to providing one computer for every 
fifteen students, the promotion of 3G mobile 
phones, and the carrying out of a new study by 
the Commission for 2005 regarding a plan of 
action for an e-Europe. R&D investment should 
reach 3% of GDP by 2010, two thirds of which will 
probably come from the private sector. 


Educational reform does not go beyond the study 
of two languages "from a very early age, the 
"development of a digital culture" and twinning of 
schools through the use of internet to form a 
"European area of lifelong learning." 
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5-Foreign policy and the future of Europe 


The long list of countries mentioned gives a fairly 
clear idea of the difficulties encountered in 
developing a common foreign and defence policy. 
Solana's mediation in Serbia and Montenegro in 
order to find a new constitutional agreement, a 
possible Spanish-British compromise over 
Gibraltar or the E.U.'s first possible "crisis 
management" operation in Macedonia substituting 
the NATO command over the deployed forces with 
the new £.U leadership, is all meant to 
compensate for the failures of the past. These 
failures include the Middle East, Zimbabwe, 
Nigeria, the Congo, the non-creation of a 
Development Bank for the Mediterranean, and the 
protectionist measures of the Bush administration 
regarding the U.S. steel industry. 


A "balance" whose main feature is the incentive 
of economic and financial aid to impose the 
regional hegemony of the E.U. All this in a 
globalised world under the unilateral dictate of the 
U.S. use of force. A regional hegemony with very 
little scope or autonomy, still centralised in the 
collective management of a post-colonial legacy in 
Africa, or the new protectorate in the Balkans and 
the complete subordination of the rest of the 
world to the US. 


The most glaring example has without a doubt 
been the Middle East declaration. Through 
resolution 13970f the Security Council, the 
personal intervention of Kofi Annan, the proposed 
Tenet plan, the systematic destruction by Sharon 
of all Palestinian infrastructure (paid by E.U. 
funds) and the missile attack on Arafat's home 
when he was meeting with the E.U. special envoy, 
Francisco Moratinos, the E.U. has unconditionally 
supported the U.S. plan and has reiterated U.N. 
resolutions 242 and 338, which Israel has 
systematically violated since their creation. The 
unilateral recognition of a Palestinian state, a 
basic means of support for the Palestinian people 
and the Palestinian Authority against Sharon's 
military campaign, has become subordinate to the 
unconvincing Tenet plan; According to this plan, 
peace with Israel is made conditional not by a 
resolution of the Palestinian conflict, but rather 
through a new Israeli compromise with Arab 
governments in the area. 


Over the burning issue of the future of the E.U., 
the Spanish presidency was given a twelve-line 
task of revising the Solana report on the functions 
of the Council at the Seville Summit. 
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Conclusions: Despite the fact that Aznar had 
warned of difficulties in making real progress at 
the Barcelona Summit, (he mentioned his "not 
being ready to fight with the impossible El Mundo 
23-12-01), the media operation which described 
the results as a success, has surpassed all 
expectations. But the triumphal attitude will not 
last for long. 


For if the triumph is due to real progress, there is 
in fact very little, except perhaps for the defence 
of the Stability and Growth Pact, new steps in 
increasing labour market flexibility, Galileo, or the 
restricted energy liberalisation pact. As for the 
rest, there is a request for the Commission to 
carry out 21 reports in order to study future 
agreements in a time range spanning from 2004 
to 2010. 


>From the very beginning, Aznar saw Barcelona 

as an ideological operation for the neo-liberal right 
wing supported by the Blair and Berlusconi 
alliance, with the objective of undermining the 
social base of all governments from the Socio- 
Democratic "left of right" to the Greens in 
Portugal, France and Germany. 


The true mastermind of this operation is Tony 
Blair, limited in his scope in the E.U. because of 
Great Britain's absence from the Euro zone. Aznar 
and Berlusconi have acted as loyal allies in an 
operation which, in the framework of the political 
reaction unleashed by the September 11th attacks 
and the policy of the Bush Administration, is 
attempting to close the round of talks which began 
because of French public service strikes in 1995, 
and which led to the Socio-Democrats and the 
Greens coming to power in 12 of the 15 member 
states (although only 6 of those remain today). 


Faced with this offensive, the Socio-Democrats 
and the Greens have paid the price of their 
compromise with neo-liberal policies which they 
themselves have applied, as they were unable to 
react. Their signature in the Conclusions at 
Barcelona is another example of "neo-liberalism 
with a human face." And this is when they risk 
their social basis and the support of large trade 
union leaders. From an electoral viewpoint, the 
main battle is being fought in France and 
Germany, and Portugal is also aware of what may 
happen. But the pathetic role of Zapatero in Spain 
must be emphasised. He asked for stronger 
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defence of the "Spirit of Lisbon" while the PSC 
(Socialist party of Catalonia) militants led by 
Maragall demonstrated against the "Europe of 
Capital and War." It is true that it cannot be said 
that Zapatero lost his role, as he never really had 
one. 


The trade unions leaders are beginning to react. 
They are forced to respond to the challenge of the 
movement for global justice who organised its 
own demonstrations in Nice, Brussels and 
Barcelona. The German metalworkers' union, IGM, 
has just started its first strike action for a wage 
increase of 6.5% just before the elections. The 
Italian trade union centre CGIL has called for a 
general strike against Berlusconi's labour market 
reforms. Pressure from the grass-roots, and from 
alternative trade union sectors will only increase, 
allowing once more for the growth of a trade 
union left-wing in majority organisations. 


The myth of the "European social model" remains 
a myth. It is a reference to the association of 
accumulated forces through the resistance against 
fascism in the Second World War and the wave of 
strikes which followed May '68, especially in 
France and Italy. All this was systematically 
undermined by neo-liberal policies in the 80s and 
90s, through restructuring of the labour market 
and increased flexibility. The right-wing's objective 
today is to finish definitively with this myth and to 
impose a labour market in which the trade unions 
have no freedom to act independently. 


The movement for global justice and against war 
has been a true rising from the streets. And no- 
one can doubt its immensity, its impact on the 
younger generation, or its electoral repercussions. 
Barcelona has been the stage on which socio- 
democratic intentions to recover have been 
transparent, but also where their scope has been 
more than limited. The movement continues to be 
above all an independent social protest, growing 
at its own pace, with a strong anti-capitalist 
factor. Slowly but surely, it is creating potential for 
a "left of left" political alternative to emerge. 


And the Spanish presidency of the E.U. has only 
just begun... 


Contact for this article. Josu Egireun. Hemen eta 
Munduan - Euskal Herria tipitapa@ctv.es 
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If you are interested in one of these rendezvous please click on http://attac.org/indexen/ See 
“ATTAC In the World” then “Meeting ATTAC” 





-- Wednesday 17 

AUSTRIA: Rathaussel Amstetten 

FINLAND : Helsinki 

FRANCE: La Ciotat - Arras - Montreuil —- Sophia Antipolis - Paris 11 - Belfort - Beziers —- Nice - Toulouse - 
Saintes — Paris 

SVERIGE : Stockholm - Sjuharad 


-- Thursday 18 

AUSTRIA : Salzburg 

DANMARK : Esbjerg 

ESPANA : Malaga 

FRANCE: Marseille - Pantin - Rennes — Ruelle sur Touvre - St Pierre d’Oleron 
HELLAS : Athens 


-- Friday 19 

AUSTRIA : Graz 

BELGIQUE BELGIE : Bruxelles 

FRANCE: Mulhouse - Arras — Lille - Toulouse 


-- Saturday 20 

DEUTSCHLAND : Heidelberg 

FRANCE: Paris Centre - Paris 11 - Montreuil - Samoens 
SVERIGE : Sjuharad 


-- Sunday 21 

AUSTRIA : Graz 

DEUTSCHLAND: Kassel 

FRANCE: Tours - Chinon - Paris 11 


-- Monday 22 

BRITAIN : London 

DANMARK: Blagarden 

FRANCE: Boulogne sur mer - Arras 
SVERIGE : Orebro 


-- Tuesday 23 
FRANCE: Bouguenais — Macon - Angers - Paris 11 - Angouleme — Thonon - Asnieres 
SVERIGE : Stockholm 


-- Wednesday 24 

AUSTRIA : Pfarrhof 

ESPANA : Madrid 

FRANCE: Ferte sous Jouarre - Paris 11 - Beziers - Sete - Laval - Lille - Rochefort - Sophia Antipolis 
HELLAS : Athens 

SVERIGE : Sjuharad 


